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Business CarDs.

tHAS. K. BISHOP. TI. A. ALDRICH.

BISHOP & CO..
13 A. jST Iv E H S ,

Oilier is the EnI ctrurr of Maltfe'n Klock,' ei
Kaabaiuiiun strrrt. Honolnln,

Draw Bills of Exchange on Messrs. Grinnell.Minturn ACo.,Ne
York; Henry A. Peirte, Esq.. Boston ; and Messrs.

Morgan, Stone 4c Co., San Francisco.
Will receive deposits.

Discount first class business paper,
Attend to collecting, Ac. Ac. Ac. S-- tf

A.A.AIilrich. J.S. Walker. S.C.AIlm.

ALDR1GH, VALKER & Co.,
Importer and Commission Merchants Dealers in Genera

Merchandise, and Agents for tue bale ot Island rroduce.
ALSO

A cents for tlie Lihue, Metcalf, aad Princeville Plantations,
3o-l-

SHKRMAX PECK, CHAS. B. LCST, H. A. P. CARTER,

Honolulu. Boston. Honolulu.

C. BREWER k CO.
Commission and Shipping Merchants.,

Ilonoluin, Oahu, II. I.
RLFER TO

ohs M. Hood, New York.

James HrnLL, Esq.,
Chielei Biii, Esq., VBoston
II. A. Pierce, Esq., J

Messrs. McRt'ER it Merrill, San Fra R CISCO.
Chii. Wolcott Brooks, Esq.,

Missus. Wi. Pi PTAr k Co., Hongkong.
Messrs. Perls. Hcrrell k Co.. Manila. 20-- tf

P. S. PRATT 8c Co.,
IMPORTERS ASD WHOLESALE DEALERS IS

WINES, SPIRITS, MALT LIQUORS,

TOBACCO and CIGARS,
HONOLULU, S. I.

KEFER BY rEIiMISSlOX 5 O

Mesars. C. A. Wiluahs k Co., .. Honolulu

" Wilcox, RlCHABIW & Co u
C- - Rrewkr in. Esq., u
A. J. Cartwricitt, Esq.,
J. I. Richards k Soss, Boston, L. S.

H. Webster 4c Co., San Francisco.

J. Spaldisg, Esq. Salem, L. b

MELCIIERS k CO.,
Importers and Commission Merchants

AGENTS FOR THE
Hamburgh-Breme- n Fire Insurance Company;
Kaiwike Sugar Plantation;
Tobey Sugar Plantation, t t WIPKF

GUST. C. MELCHERS, F- - A. SCH AEFER,
DKKHta. HONOLULU.

JA1TCON, GREEN & CO.,

Commission ittcrcljauts,
Fire Proof Buildings, Queen Street,

HONOLULU. OAIIU. S. 1. 52-- -

B. Fi SNOW,
DEALER IN GENERAL MERCHANDISE,

Honolnlo. Oahn, II. I.
C. TH. HECCE.

H-- holt,
Yoa HOLT & IIEUCK,

General Commission Merchant,
Ienoialn.Oahn.S. I 35-'- f

II. IIACKFELD & CO,
General Commission Agents.

IIbIhIm. Oahu. II. I 35-- tf

C. BREWER 2d,
General Merchant and Agent for the sale of the products of the

1, ,y
Brewer Plantation.

A. S. CLEGHORN,
Fire-Pro- ol 'Stow corner Kaahu- -Merchandise,Dealer in General

Streets, opposite Makee .Block.mana and Queen
Also Retail establishment on Nuuanu Street, above King.

tST Island Produce bought and sold. Island order, carefully

SILCU1JV.U

A. S. GKI2V11AUM & Co.,
Importers, and VVholeaale and Retail Dealers in

FASHIONABLE CLOTHING. HATS, CAPS,
BOOTS and SHOES !

Gentlemen's superior Furnishing Goods.
And very variety of

V . A. h,

Store in Makee's Block, formerly occupied by
Es., fronting on Queen street, Honolulu, Oahu.

CHUNC HOON,
WHOLESALE & RETAIL MERCHANT,

and other Goods; dealer in Sugars,
ICoff-e,Rk.FunPus,c- . On King street, next door

to Messrs. Castle cook.

JOHN RITSON,
DE ALER IN WISES, SPIRITS, ALE & PORTER,

ji tf Ilonolalo.

O.WEL'STER,
Land Agent to His Majesty.

Office in the Kins'-G-rile-.B'rilai- iia Street

;ODFKEY UIIODES,
WHOLESALE DEALER IK

WINES and SPIRITS. ALE and PORTER,
41 Xear the Pt-Offlc- e. Hll. ftf

SAIVT'L H. DOWSETT,

LUMBER MERCHANT,
Will furnish Bunding Material of every description, at low

HTOrders from other Islands solicited. Yard on corner of

Fort and Queen streets.

C. II. LEAVERS,
Lumber and Building Material, Fort U, Honolulu. 14-t- f

D . N . FLITNER,
CONTINUES bis old buginesa t the oew tore on

Kaahumanu street.
observation, of the andChronometer. Rated by

. ... . ...m r.i.lo afliuitffaWiAi stars witn B iransn miniiiii
to the meridian of Honolulu. Pirticular iiiio
given to tine watch repairing. Seitau ?u"d:
rant glanse. .ilvered and adjusted.
Nautical instruments constantly on hand
ale.

R. E. WAKEMAK.
Contractor of Building and Jobbing.
XS ALSO-Wheelr- ipht, Carriage Making and Repairing.

King street, Honolulu, opposite the City Market.
43 tf .

TilOS. G. THKU3I
Slemil Cutter, Copyist and Oini-nient- nl

Foil Lettcrer.
Frt alreei, ppooiie lite QIJ Fellw Hull.

GEORGE W. BROWN,

02 63T OFFICECOCUT IIOCSE, CP STAIRiB tf

Business Cnrlis'.

IJ. XV. SEVERANCE,
AUCT ION-E33H.-

,
AKD COMMISSION MERCHANT,

Fire-Pro- of Store, Robinona Kuilriiag,
QCEEX STREET, HOSOLVLC.

Will continue business at the new stand. 40 tf

THOMAS SPENCER.

SHIP CHANDLER,
DEALER IN GENERAL MERCHANDISE,

Island Produce, ic, Ac, :and Commission Merchant,

BYRON'S BAY, ZZZLO,ZI. I.
ill keep constantly on hand. an extensive assortment of every

description oi gooos required uy Mnps ana others.
The highest price paid for Island Produce.

Jjr1 Money advanced for Bills of Exchange at reasonable
rales. 4! tf

CALIFORNIA LLOYDS.
MAHLLNTE INSURANCES.

OFFICE, Southwest corner of Washington and
uaiu ry i reels

rPIIE I'XDERSICNEI) ARE PREPARED TO
jl issue "Miinne insurance rolicie., each being responsible

for the sum written on the Policies airuinst his own name ouly.
and for himself and not for others or any of them.
Johm Paruutt, JaVKS IlltNAIil.'E,
(ttORUK C. JUNSO!(, William K. Uakuon,
X. LrsiNC, J AM EM TIS,
Jaxrs Phflas, Jamks It. Haggix,
Lafavlttk Matxard, J. .Mora Muss.

ALDRICjI, WAI.KLR A. CO., Aeents,
il tf liiinolulu, II. I.

n. zvzciro'T'siiz: &. son,
BAKERS AM GROCERS.

East corner of King and Fort Street. 38

GEOKGE CLAUK,
BOOT AND SHOE MANUFACTURER!

Hotel Street, between Nuuanu and Mauna Kea Sis.

Chas. F. Guillou, BI. D.f
LATE SLRGEOX UNITED STATES XAVY
Lnte Consular Physician to American Seaiuen,

AND GENERAL PRACTITIONER.

OFFTCF. corner of Kaahumanu and Merchant streets

Residence" Eden House," southeast corner of Chaplain and
Nuuanu streets.

Jttr Office hours from 11 A. M. t$2 P. M., at other hours
inquire at bis residence. 2C-- tf

B. F. EHLERS,
DEALER IX DRY GOODS, SILKS, &c.

FORT STREET, HONOLULU. My

J. O'NEILL,
Painter, Paper-Hange- r, &c.

Opposite Lewis k Norton's Cooperage, Kingst. 50

A i I. E IJ & BE It II I X. Ii,
SUCCESSORS TO

GEORGE V. MiCV,

Will coniinue the General Merchandie and Shipping hiihi-- n

ess at the above port, where they are prepared to fur-

nish the justly celehrated Kawaifiae Potatoes, and such
recruits as are required by Whale hips. at the shortest
notice and on the most reasonable terms. 9 tf

J. WORTH,
AUCTION & COMMISSION MERCHANT,

AND DEALER IN

GEWERAI. BIERCHANDISE.
f Ships supplied with Recruits and money advanced on Bills

oi
HILO, Hawaii. 43 y

CALTFORaSTIA MUTUAL
MARINE INSURANCE COMPANY,

SAX FRANCISCO.

UNDERSIGNED linvinsbeen appointedTHE for the above Company, br leave to inform the
public that they are now prepared to issue

MARINE INSURANCE POLICIES
On cargo, freight and treasure to all pHrtIJJy"4 c0

Honolulu, Aug. 21, I8C1. I7-t- f

Merchant's Exchange,

PROPRIETOR OF THETHE Exchange Hotel begs to inform the Public that he
has erected two suierior

MARBLE BOWLING ALLEYS !

Mr. W. B. CARROLL, will have charge of the Alleys, and all
liose'wishing to enjrape in this health-givin- g game are invited

give him a call, the Proprietor pledcing himself that nothing
,. i nn lil. nrt l romli-- r his Alll VS the most- 7 - -snail oe i

agreeable place of resort for recreation and amusement in Ho-

nolulu. 80 tf

NOTICE.
liTHEREAS THE UNDERSIGNED HAS Ur.KM irUKr.uon

eood authority that great irregularity exUU in the taking
.and Eiuingoi me wu - - -

. . 11..:. - I i Ika r..rurnmMlL llf DSXtieS WllO
longing to 111s .Maj"ij mil" j ,,:
claim or pretend to claim right under bills of sale from His Maj- -

.. ...esty or trom tne uovtrauiri". -- ..w..,
. . , .1. ...BMi it i. lmot 111 imihII hit til .IHHCe

the country aim omci -

azents to guard the interests of His Majesty and or the Govern

rnent, and wl.erea. an . , -
ns.5

rild cattle have a ireaay nw uore
lue dilieence to remove the same :

. i,r..ir .i(5 notice to aU narrow thereiore, ine uu'ici i j .

ties who purchased wild cattle running on the mountains on Ha-

waii of January remove the sameprevious to the 1st day
.......already removru, : ;X which time, parties ULing wild cattie fifinterior umcc, 1

Jan. 24, lS5i f . 111

Hides,
Goat Skins,

Tallow.
Old Copper and

Composition,
--rURCHASED AT THE HIGHEST MARKET
X Pf'cet by n it EWER k CO.

42 1 f

UIDES
and

COAT SKINS,

PURCHASED AT THE HIGHEST MARKET
A prices, by ALlRICH, WALKER b. CO.

44 tf

Honolulu Water Works.

topped off without further notice.
jj-- water uuicc ,,KN-R-

y PRENDERG AST,
tfj Hon. Water Worfcs.

Honolulu. Dec. 18, 1SC2. (34 np.

LAW HE POUTS I

R SALE AT TH.S OFFCCE, THE F.RT VOLUME

P
this S: Z$Z iS,co,pi.ed
V- .- Clmnm.im M. ItnilCKTSON. All

Pnre live tioiiar., oouum m -

cwfi jr)
'

.foreign loucrtisciiicitts.

CHA. WOLCOTT BROOKS, W. FRAXK LADD, EDWARD F HALL, JB

CHAS. W. BROOKS & Co.,
SJliiioiDiiAsr and

,oiniissinfii!f,!im
'II IllJltUllili 1 I u

1S3 SANSOME St.,
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL.

t" Particular attention given to the purchase, shipment and
sale of Merchandise, to forwarding and transhipment of goods,
the chartering and sale of vessels, the supply-in- g of whaleships,
ami tne negotiation oi r.xcnange.

JET EXCHANGE ON HONOLULU in sums to suit.
ADVANCES MADE ON CONSIGNMENTS.

REFER TO
B. F. S5ow .Honolulu.
C. ISrewer ii. Co.,
Alkrich, Walkkr At Co .
H. II irKFKi.o A. Co., .................
T. MrscEa, ............... .liilo.
JlSEI llCSHtWIU, , ..... ..... ... l'.oston
II i:rt A. Peibce,
Char. I'rewes, ......................
Thaykk, liKKiHAM k. Field
Pittos k Co., ..New York.
Swift Sc. Alles,... a...... .......... . N. Uedfurd.

33 tf

P. C. McRUER, J. C. MERRILL.

mcifuti.it a MVAUiUA

AND

auctio:
AGENTS OF THE

REGULAR DISPATCH LINE

HONOLTJL7J PACKETS
Particular'attention paid to forwarding and transhipment of

merchandise, sale of whalemeiTs bills, and other exchange, in-

surance of merchandise and Hecie under open policies, supply-
ing whaleships, chartering ships, etc.

117 and 119 California-stree- t.

SAN FRANCISCO Oil.
REFER TO

Alessrs. D. C. Watrm as &. Co., . Honolulu
" C lillEWEK & Co., "

Capt. B. F. Snow "
A. I. I'VEKETT. Ks.l.A. . "
Me sis. Git max k Co., .Lahaiua.
It. PlTMAX, ESA .Hilo. f23-t- f

imci: Ac o..
Shipp iiig and Commission Merchants,

DEALERS IN

SHIP CIIATDLEHIES,
UAKODADI. JAPAN,

"ITriLl, ATTEND TO THE Mile-- of Merehnn- -
I V dise, as also to the purchase and shipment of all kinds of

Goods exported from that country. Mr. RICE is the Commer-
cial Agent for the United States at that port, and having already
resided there for about five years, is enabled by his acquaintance
with the country, to offer many advantages in the discharge of
any business that may be entrusted to their House.

REFER TO

Wj. T. Colemaw & Co., New York,
John H. Ali.kich, Esq., '. . "
I. Howland, Jr., &. Co., - New R. dford.
Chaklks Sci'DbKR &. Co., Hoston.
Aliikn tAMPS, Ef., Augusta, Me.
Richard I). Rice, Esq "
McConory & Co., - an Francisco, Cal.
C. WOLCOTT ItRlHlKS . Co., " "
U. C. VVatkrmam A: Co., Honolulu, S I.
Ai.i'Kii'H, Walker k Co., - "

4'J tf

MESSRS. C. A. FLETCHER & CO.

COMMISSION MERCHANTS

G E N E It A L A G E X T S
HABODADI, JAPAN,

TO INFORM OWNERS AND MASTERS OF SHIPS
I)EO to visit the port of Hakodadi, that they are prepared

to take Consignments and do business on the usual terms.
rtv arrangements with Home Insurance Offices, Messrs.

FLETCHER & CO. can take risks on Oil, or other shipments of
Produce hence.

Hakodadi, Yesso, Japan, 4th July, 1S59. 18 tf

CHARLES 1SKEWER,
COMMISSION MERCHANT,

I?oion, I. S. 35 tf
JQr Referto R. W. Wood and C. Briwer2o.

WM. FAULKNER SON,
131 SAN SOME ST., SAN FRANCISCO,
I CET FOR JAMES COWER S; SONS, f. S.

i Ty Foundry.and Dealers In all kinds or Printing Materials.
lv Printers will Bud it to their advantage to call on us he-o- re

purchasing. 8 1

SEW
EX

Hark
CXDERSICNED WOtLD OFFER forrjMIE

sale the cargo of the bark "Richmond," from New Rcdford, con-

sisting in part of

Cut Nails, all sizes, Cut (Spikes, ics,
barrel Shook., ll Sugar Shooks,

Hoop iron for barrel and keg Shooks,

6 bales hsttry English Burlaps, 41 inch,
2 M Bricks, Oak and locust Treenails,

Wedge, Hemp Twine,

1 Lumber Wagon, suitable for country tue,
New Smoking and Chewing Tobacco, ass'd brands,

Small Manila Cordage, I in., LV in., 1,V In., 1, in..
Lampblack, French Yellow, Burden llloc'is,

BrU. Beef. Brls. Pork, American Butter,

Case ZXiri Son' Pai K'Uer,

Also On Hand!

Ex Comet Sc Ysinltoo
rnoai SAN rKATT CISCO !

A superior lot of California Brooms, Nos. 1, 2. 3,

Case. White Zinc, in 35-I-b tins,
California Potatoes, Bricks,

California Stogar and Syrup Shooks,

Pails, Brls. Vinegar,

A superior lot of Cranberries, in kegs,

Gunny Bags, fc, c
WILCOX, RICHARDS 4. CO.,

40 2m Fire-pro- Store, Queen Street,

Per "Young Hector."

Cider !

FEW C4SES OF THIS DELICIOUS BEV- -
l fresh from the Manufacturer, received per the
. .

erage,
..... .

A srunc x jvery superior
C. BREWER k CO.

42 2m

Co-Partnersl- iip Notice !

R. FREDERICK BANNING HAS THIS
31 da Deen ....... - " - -- -

...OEiT.
ISoj. 3,a

Honclulu, January I,

.foreign uuertiscmenb.

AMMUNITION.
TARGET

rh-H--rr rrH 12 Feet Sqi aSB.

Represents average
shooting at SO0 yards,llii ELEY'S

with

T I ' ' 11 ' ' "T f I
' M'l . ' i H BEST

ENFIELD
CARTRIDGES.

Eley's Ammunition
OF EVERY DESCRIPTION

For Sporting or Military Purposes.
TyU'IHjE Waterproof Central Fire Cnp
1 Felt Wadding to prevent the leading of Guns, Wire C.irt-ri'lsr-

for killing game, Ac., at long distances. Breech Loading
Cartridge Cases of superior quality tor Miot ouns ami rtilles.

Contract to the War Ihpttrtmentfur Small Amu
Ammunition.

Jacob's Rifle Shell Tubes, Cartridges and Caps for Colt's, Ad
mis', and other Revolvers.

Enfield's Ammunition, mint Unll Cartridges
for Whitworth and Henry's Rifles, also for Westley Richard's,

Terry s, ilson s, Prince s and other Breech Loaders.
IiiitUt of uniform triiijht nnnte by comprttxion from Soft

lirjlneil Ltail
EIZY BH0S., Gray's-Inn-Koa- d, London, W. C.

12 y 1ST WHOLESALE ONLY.

SAUCE LEA & PERKINS'
SAUCE

PRONOUNCED Extract of a Itter from
a Medical Uentleuian at

BT Medras, to his Brother
Worcester, Way, 1551

CONNOISSEURS
TO RB TIIR "Tell Lea A Perrin.

that their Sauce is highly
ONLY GOOD SAUCE

"a esteemed in India, and is,
AND APPLII'AIILE In mv rutin Inn tfif Itint

T O I;il:itrallc A3 w ll as the
Every Variety of

fc:': rXiltlimt is made."DISH.

LEA & FEHRIITS
Beg to caution the public against spurious imitations of their

celebrated

WORCESTERSHIRE SAUCE.
t?? L. &. P. have discovered that several of th Foreign

Markets have been supplied with PL'KIOLS IM ITATIONS, the
labels close'y resfiubliiii; those of the L'cnuine Sauce, and in one
or more instances the names of L. k V. forged.
utr. will proceed against any one who may manufacture

or vend such imitations, and have Instructed their correspon-
dents in the various parts of the world, to advise them of any
infringement of their rights.

ASK FOR IEA & PERKINS'S SAUCE.
Sold Wholesale and for Export, bv the Proprietors, Wor

cester; M.ssrs. CROSSE A BLACK WELL; Messrs. Barclay
and Sons, London ; Ac, Ac; and by Grocers and Oilmen uni
versally. 3C ly

STEAM . BISCUIT BAKERY!

rpiIE I'NDERSIGNED WOULD RESPECT- -
X fully inform his friends and the public generally that

the Honolulu Steam Biscuit Bakery being now in full operation,
he is prepared to furnish Pilot and Navy Bread, Water Crackers
and every description of

FANCY BISCUITS!
All of superior quality and at

PRICES TO DEFY COMPETITION ! !

Parties furnishing their own flour for ship bread will have it
made up at the lowest possible rates.

SHIP BREAD REBAXED ! !

Orders from the other island, promptly attended to.
ROBERT LOVE,

Nuuanu Street.
Orders in Honolulu for shipping to be left with Messrs.

Wilcox, Richards k Co., Queen St. 11-- tf

JAHESA.BDEDICK,
COOPER & GUAGER!

I.V REMOVING HIS BUSINESS TO fTf ?
his new cooperage on the esplanade, Fort 1 J-- ri
Street, takes this opiMirtunity of returning -- agri,

his sincere thanks to his friends and the public in general, for
the suooort and patronage which they hare been pleased to
grant to him for the past ten years, and hopes that by attention
to business and promptness in the execution of all orders intrust-
ed to him, to merit a continuance of their favors.

50 It

SPECIAL JVOTICE!
THE UNDERSIGNED

begs respectfully to inform the
public, that, in connection with
his Blacksmithing, he will here-
after carry on the

3 W Ii o a I w r i oil iII UVtl it aaia
BUSINESS!

In all its various branches, and
request, a share of public patronage.

All work guaranteed. Prices to suit the time.
15 tf IVs. DUXCA'rj

PIAMOS TUNED!
Instructions on the Piano

Forte !

PIANOS TUNED & REPAIRED !
ALSO

GLJ I TARS, nd all other Stringed InstrumeuU.
Applykto C1IA3. DERBY,

S9 tf Royal Hawaiian Theatre.

To Rice Growers!
THE UNDERSIGNED will pay CASH (front tliU

the highest market rate for good Paddy, delivered at
his Auction Sales Room, Uueen street, and will retura the
containers.

Natives or foreigners on the other island, by shipping
Paddy-t- our consignment, may receive account sales with
cash or order for the amount of their shipment at the highest
market rates. H. W. SEVERANCE,

January 16, I8C3. 3Stf Auctioneer.

English Scythe Hooks.
1ST Rert-lve- ri Galilei' a Te-v- r Patent ScythJ Hooks, the best article for cutting rice ever vet imported,

at A. 8. CLEGHCR.V,
32 On the Wbirf.

JUST RECEIVED!
NO FOR SALE 11V THE UNDERSIGNED,A Dr. 8. P. Townsend'. Compound Fluid Extract of Sarsapa-- J

rlla tfj JA.MO.M GREEN k CO.

Co-Fartners- SJotice !

JR. J.G.DICKSON HAS THIS DAT BEEN
atM. admitted a partner in mv business, under the style
and firm name or L I:VKI13 k DICIvSOS.

C. L. LEWF.KA.
Honolulu, March I, I8C3. 44 6t

Moll'

HONOLULU,

BOWLING SALOON!

CJt&BBS!
"Richmond!

Cbampngnc

WORCESTERSHIRE

SUPREME COURT January Term,U863.
REX Banco. On appeal, from the Po--r. Court of Honolulu.JOSEPH BOOTH

Judgment of the full Court Robertsos, Justire :
The defendant is charged with having violated Section 1st,

Chapter 42d of the Pei.al Code, and pleads not guilty. He ad-

mits that on the 39th October, lstij, he sold imported spiritu-
ous liquors to Natives of this Kingdom, in the town of Hono-
lulu.

It is admitted on the part of the Crown that defendant is a
British subject, licensed to sell liquors under the Act of J3d
August, laiiJ, and that he is an iuiMirter of spirituous liquors.

The appenl to this court irom the ileciMnn of the court be-

low, has iteen taken purely upon points of law, which have
been submitted by defendant's counsel with much labor and
care, in a printed Lriefof great length, accompanied and en-

forced by oral argument.
Upon examination, I think the numerous point made by the

defeuce, may he c.iiiiprii'ed in a few general grounds which
will tin brace the whole stihject. In giving my opinion upon
the case, therefore, I do not propose to take up the points of
defendant's brief stiiatim, but to advert, in what seems to be
the mot natural and convenient order, to the general grounds
which seem to me to comprise the whole defence.

And first, it is argued that section 1st. chapter 42d of the
Penal Code, under which the defendant is charged, has been
repealed, by implication, through the enactment of subsequent
statute-.- . 1 shall not now take notice of the argument that the
part of the Penal Code referred to was repealed by the 103d
Article of the Constitution, because that poiuc seems to be
comprised in the general ground of unconstitutionality, relied
upon by defendant. But it is contended that eclmn 1st, chap-
ter 42d of the Penal Code, which prohibits the sale of spiritu-
ous liquors, by any person, to a native of the Kingdom, is
radically inconsistent with the provisions of the Actot the '2'Jd

August, ldti-2- , regulating the sale of spirituous liquors, and un-

der which the defendant obtained his license. It is argued
that the later enactment embraces fullv the subject matter of
the former, which has thereby become superseded.

Asainst this proposition the Attorney General cites the ease
of Rex ci. Elia, decided at the July term, lsbl. In that case
the defendant was indicted belore the Circuit Court at Kauai,
lor having sold spirituous liquors without license, in contra-
vention ot the Taw of IS10, which regulated the sale of spirit-
uous liquors, previous to the enactment of the statute of lcsi.
The prosecution proved that the defendant, who was not li-

censed, had sold spirituous liquors to natives, and his counsel
moved the court to dismiss the case, ou the ground that de-

fendant could only he prosecuted under section 1st, chapter
of the Penal Code. The Circuit Court overruled the mo-

tion, and on appeal to this court, the judgment of the lower
court was affirmed, on the ground that both statutes were in
force, and the District Attorney might elect to prosecute the
defendant uuder either the one or the other. In my opinion,
the decision of the court in Rex r. Elia was sound, for the
reasons staled at the time, and as the statute of HJ has merely
taken the place of that of 1641, as a law lo regulate the vending
of spirituous liquors, as a branch of internal commerce, the pro-
visions of that statute do not amount to an implied repeal ol
saction 1st, chapter 42d of the Penal Code, which is a special
penal enactment lor rhe suppression of drunkenness among
the natives. How can the statute of le6-- be said to embrace
th subject matter of section 1, chapter 43 of the Penal Code,
when that statute, as the defendant contends, contains no pro-
vision whatever touching the selling of liquors to natives?
The later statute could only have embraced the mailer of the
former either by expressly repealing, modifying, or

the penal provision. The penal law is left untouched; lor
the mere silence of the statute of 18C3 on the subject matter of
the penal law, cannot affect that law. The penal statute be-i-n:

still in force, I presume l lie Legislature deemed it unne-
cessary to repeat, in the Revenue Law of Wi-2- . the general
prohibition against the sale of liquors to natives ; but the sub-
ject is guarded with great care, by requirii.g the insertion in
the vendor's bond of a condition, subjecting hi in to iis penalty
in case he violates nny late of the Kingdom. As both statute !

are alive and in full force, the vendor, by subjecting hiin-e- lf

to the particular liability of his cla s, under the Revenue Law,
does not become released from the ordinary liability which
presses upr.n all men, under the provisions of the penal law ;
so that in case of his infraction of that law, he may, at the op.
linn of the Government, be prosecuted either criminally, uu-

der the Penal Code, or upon his bond, under the Revenue
Law.

The defendant argues lurther, tBt, under the law of ls)2,
licenses to sell spirituous liquors may be granted to natives,
and that as a native vendor would be prevented, by section 1,
chapter 42 of the Penal Code, from purchasing liquors to sell
again, the provision of the Penal Code is radically inconsistent
with the law of ISG2, and the former law must therefore be
regarded as repealed by implication, hut the passage of the
Statute of !8ti-- ; has made no change in the law touching this
subject. What is now set up as a radical inconsistency be-

tween the Penal Code and the Acl of Idtij, equally existed in
the provisions of the License law ot , which while it did
not prohibit the granting of licenses to native subjects, did ex-
pressly forbid all vendors from selling to natives. The Statute
of K. '. is the same ; and the law of 101, while it does not
prohibit the granting of licenses lo natives, does prohibit ven-
dors Irom selling to natives, by binding them not to violate
any Luc of the land in the exercise of their trade. The argu-
ment, then, amounts to this, that the provisions of the license
laws are in themselves radically inconsistent, and that there-
fore the prohibition against selling to natives is void. But
this is not sound. The circumstance that, under the law as it
stands, a native vendor would labor under the disadvantage
or inconvenience of having to import his liquors, is accidental,
or at least but an indirect consequence of the law. I see no
inconsistency in the provisions of the law which, while it

rants the privilege of vending liquors to any one who fulfills
certain requirements, and hinds himself to comply with cer-
tain conditions, prohibits, as one of those conditions, the sell-
ing ..f liquors to native subjects. The point involved in this
argument is merely a branch of the larger argument against
the constitutionality ef the statutory prohibition ) for unless
the Legislature has exceeded its p .wer in enacting that prohi-
bition, any indirect disadvantage that may arise thence to in-

dividuals, amounts to nothing. Again the license laws, which
regulate any particular branch of internal traffic, must be
viewed as in subordination to a general law of the land. The
general law, contained iu the Penal Code, says that no person
whatever shall sell spirituous liquors to a native subject ; and
unless the license law, which is a particular law, contains a
provision amounting to an express declaration that vendors
may sell to native subjects, the two laws cannot be deemed
radically inconsistent. If such a provision existed, the partic-
ular law would prevail over the general ; but the permission
to sell liquors to natives cannot now, in the fare of a positive
prohibition, be given by, or derived from, negative implica-
tion.

But the Defendant contends that section J, chapter 4Jd ol
the Penal Code is inconsistent, illogical, contradictory and ab-
surd upon its fare, and therefore void That section reads as
follows : ' Whoever shall sell, give, purchase, or procure for,

lid in behalf of any native of this Kingdom, or for hi. use,
any spirituous liquor, or other intoxicating drink or substance,
shall be punished by a tine not exceeding two hundred dol-
lars; and in default of the payment of such fine, bv imprison-
ment at hard labor for a term not exceeding two years." It is
argued, thai because the preposition to is not used after the
verbs U and gce, lhat those verb iiint be connected wiili
the preposition for, and the statute read so as to prohibit only
the selling, giving, purchasing or procuriug for a native, but
not the selling or giving to him. This Is certainly a strained
and hypercritical reading of the language of the statute. The
meaning of that language, when read and construed in the
ordinary manner, is so obvious th it I am surprised at the
amount of labor and ingenuity expended by counsel in the en-
deavor to build up a construction which, upon examination,
will he found to destroy itoelf, hy rendering the law almost nu-
gatory in practice; and no court will adopt such a construction
when the laneuage of the statute is plainly susceptible of one
that will give effect to the avowed purpose of the law makers,
and the declared object of the law. Did the words used by
the Legislature, when construed according to (heir natural
sense and the connection in which they stand, result in an
absurdity, and fail to effect the declared object of the law, it
would not be within the province of the court, by supplying
wi.rds which the Legislature had not nsed, to obviate that ab-
surdity and effectuate the supposed intention ol the law mak-
ers. They must use language themselves susceptible of such
a construction as will express iheir intention, or that intention
cannot be enforced. But where the Legislature has used lan-
guage which is susceptible of two reasonable constructions,
one of which would defeat the declared object ot the law,
while the other would effectuate that object, it is the duty of
the courts to adopt the latter, for that must be presumed to
convey the intention of the Legislature. 1 do not admit that
ihe construction contended for on behalf ol the defendant in
this case, is reasonable or practicable, but merely to state what
would be an obligatory rule upon the Court, even supposing
the defendant to stand in so good a ease Again, admitting
that the wording of the law might have been improved, or its
meaning placed heyorf.1 the possibility of a doubt, by the use
of the preposition "to, that circumstance cannot be pressed be-

yond its legitmata weight. In the case of Bloxain . Elsee, 8
Barnwell t Cress well, 174, the court said : " The sense and
spirit of an Act, however its scope snd intention, are prima-
rily to be regarded in the construction, and it matters not that
the terms used by the Legislature in delivering its commands,
are not the most out to eipress its meaning : provided the ob
ject be plain and intelligible, and expressed with sufficient
distinctness to enable the Judge to collect it irom any part of
the Act. The object once understood, Judges are so to con-
strue the Act as to suppress the mischief and advance the
remedy." In the case of Rex x. Ramsgate, 6 Barnwell k
Cresswell, 112, the court held the lollowing language : "When
the Legislature has used words of a plain and definite import,
it would be veiy'dangerous to put upon them a construction
which would amount to holding that the Legislature did not
mean what it ha expressed."

The language of the statute before us is not ambiguous. The
words used by the Legislature, taken in their usual significa-
tion and proper connection, express a clear and unmistakable
moaning, thus : u Whoever shall sell any aativ.of thi. King-
dom, or for hi. use, any spirituous liquor, kc ; whoever shall
give any native of this Kingdom, or for his use, aay spiritu-
ous liquor, ke. ; whoever shall purchase or procure for and in
behalf of any native of this Kingdom, or for bis use, any spir-
itual, liquor, A.C., shall be punished by a fine," kc I see no
necessity lor the use of Ihe preposition to in order to make
clear the intention of the Legislature to prohibit all persoas
from selling nr giving spirituous liquors tn any native, or for
his use, and from purchasing or procuring fcr and in behalf of
any native, or for bis use, spirituous liquor. To conclude upon
this point, let us look at the reading contended for by the de-

fence: u Whoever shall sell for any native of this Kingdom, or
for his nse, any spirituous liquor, Ac; whoever .hall give lor
auy native of this Kingdom, or for hi. use, any spirituon.
liquor. Ac; whoever shall purchase or procure for and m be-

half of any native of this Kingdom, or for his use, any spiritu-
ous liquor," Ac. I cannot hesitate lor a moment to say that
this construction seems to Die altogether unreasonable, and
that it must be rejected as unsound. But if any doubt can ex-

ist upon the construction of the English version of the statute,
it is effectually set at rest by reference to the Hawaiian ver-
sion, the language of which is so rlear that the meaning can
not be inisuudcrstood; and although I merely refer to the lat- -

, ter version, in thi. rase, for the purpose of a parallel reading,
the court, in case ol an irreconcilable difference, would have

i to follow that version as the standard. (See Metcalf t. Ka- -i

hai, I Hawaiian Rep., 5t4; Hardy . Kuggles, it aU. Ibid,

It is argued further, by defendant, that section 1, chapter 43
of the Penal Code is unjust and unreasonable in its eonse-- )
qnences, and therefore void. I em unable to see the force of
tlrs point as str.ted, or the consequence, of that aeetion are
these, that if any person violates its provisions, whether he be
a licensed vendor or not, he subjects himself to a fine of not
more than $200, or imprisonment lor not longer than two

j years, if it is meant to be argued that it wuld be unjust and
unreasonable to exact from any vendor who may violate the
law the penalty prescribed by the Penal Cide, in addition to
the penally of his bond and the forfeiture of his licence, uuder
the license law, that is a matter with which the court ha.
nothing to do, even admitting that the several penalties could

, be legally exacted, upon which I do not venture any opinion.
; If counsel mean to say that the provision, of the Penal Code

and of ihe license law, taken together, make an unjust and
unreasonable law, because those provisions prescribe a much

j heavier and more severe punishment against any licensed ven--
dor who may sell spirituous liquors lo natives, than against an
unncenseu person wno may commit me same offense, must
say that I do no: perceive anything unjust or unreasonable in
such a law. It is obvious that licensed vendor, pusses, in a
hundred fold over unlicensed persons, the facilities for a sys-
tematic violation ot the prohibition, and that their tempiatioca
to do so are correspondingly great. It wa. reasonable there-
fore, on the part of the Legislature, to adjust the penaltie. ac-
cordingly. It is the duty of the Legislature to affix such an
amount of punishment to the commission of an offense, a. will
lend to deier men from such commission, and not to ascertain
the maximum which offenders can Afford to pay, and .till go
on violating the law. It is uot for the court to say, in any case,
that the penalty is excessive and unreasonable, and that there-
fore the la is void. Take, tor example, the offense of smug-
gling. For a single act of smuggling, however small the
amount, a valuable ship may become forfeited to the Govern-
ment; but an argument in that case, thai the punishment wa.
unreasonable, and therefore the court should hold the law to be
void, would deserve no atleution.

The next ground of defence to which I shall advert is, that
the law prohibiting the sale of spirituous liquors to native, ia
in conflict with the provisions of Articles 2d and 10th of the
Treaty with France. Ry the 10th Article of that Treaty, it was
stipulated on the part of the Hawaiian Government, " that the
importation and the sale of wines and brandies ol French ori-
gin shall not be prohibited in the Hawaiian Islands " Article
2d, the principal end of which is to legulate the commercial
and maritime intercourse of the respective subjects of the two
Governments, contains, among other provisions, the following:
" They shall have the right to buy and to sell of and to whom
they please, without any monopoly, contract or exclusive priv-
ilege of sale or purchase, prejudicing or restricting in any man-
ner whatever their liberty in this respect. They shall be
equally free, in all their purchase, a. well a. in all their sales,
to fix the price ol their goods, merchandise and objects of every
kind, both imported and destiued for importation, so long as
they comply with the laws and regulations of Ihe country."

Whatever privilege may be rightfully claimed by a French
subject, under those provisions, may equally be claimed by tho
defendant, by virtue of the parity clause in the Treaty with
Great Britain. It is contended that the freedom of iuiHirta-tio- n

which is guaranteed by the Treaty carries with it, as a
natural result, freedom ot sa:e; that as the importation cannot
be prohibited by law, neither can the sale be prohibited, or
even restricted in any degree ; tat the words, They shall
have the light to buy and to sell of and to whom they please,"
must be taken without any qualification whatever, and extend
the right of sale, which follows the right of importation, be-
yond the power of the slightest limitation or restriction, by
municipal law ; and that, therefore, the law which prohibit,
the sale of spirituous liquors to native, is in direct violation of
the Treaty.

The language of the Treaty is undeniably broad, and the
words quoted, if taken by themselves, might be understood a.
sustaining the defendant's position; but I understand the
general scope and intent of Ihe second Article, the whole of
which should be read together, tn be principally the securing
for French subjects, residing in, or visiting this Kingdom, for
fturposesof trade or commerce, an equality of rights and

to such trade or commerce, with His Majesty',
own subjects. That the Hawaiian Government has never un-
derstood the treaty stipulation, referred to in the light now
nrge.l uiMin the court hy the defendant, is evident. The pro-
hibitory law which is now .ought to be overthrown, was ia
force for many years before the date of the Frem h Treatv, and
if the provisions of that Treaty bad been understood by Hi.
.Majesty's Government as conflicting with so important a law,
an immediate change must have followed. Yet three succes-
sive sessions of the Legislature have been held since that date,
and the Legislative Body has not been called upon hy the Ex-
ecutive to repeal the law in question, in order to give effect to
the Treaty. It is .aid that the court has nothing to do with
governmental policy. But this is not true to the extent which
is claimed, for the court is .opposed to know, and bound lo
take notice of, the general policy of its own Government. The
judicial recognition of that policy become, necessary in many
cases, as throwing light upon the meaning of statutes and
treaties. In this case, it is clear that if the Hawaiian Gov-
ernment had ratified the provisions of the Treaty, understand-
ing them in mean what Is now contended, a line f policy pur-
sued ever since the recognition of Hawaiian Independence,
musi .uuueniy naveoeen abanuoned. But neither were those
provisions so understood by the late Commissioner of France,
who negotiated the Tieaty on behalf of his Sovereign. It ap-
pears, hy reference to the Treaty and Protocols, as print, d hy
order of the King in Council (see page 7(i), that a suggestion
having been made, in Privy Council, that the Treaty pro-
vided for the sale of intoxicating liquors to the King', native
subjects, contrary to the Hawaiian municipal laws," the Com-
missioner solved that doubt, officially, as follow.: "That it
had never entered into the intention of France t interfere ia
the system of the Hawaiian law. which regulate the sale of
liquors to the natives; it is not the intention of France now.
The object of the 10th Article i. to protect foreigners, especi-
ally the French, against all systematic and absolute prohibi-
tion, and at the same time leaving to the Hawaiian Govern-
ment every liberty in the internal regulation of that special
commerce." So, then, it appears that the existing municipal
laws are in conformity with His Majesty's Treaty engage-
ments, as mutually understood by the two Governments ; and
this part of the delence must therefore fall to the ground.

The most important ground taken by counsel Cur the defend-
ant , is the one which yet remains to be considered, namely,
that ihe prohibitory law it in conflict with certain article. f
the Constitution, and theretore void. The article, relied upon
are me isi, i nn anu ova, wnicn reau as follows :

Article 1st. God hath created all mea free and equal, and
endowed them with certain inalienable rights, among which
are life and liberty, the right of acquiring, possessing and pro-
tecting property, and of purstuug and obtaining salety and
happiness.

Article 14th. The King conducts hi. Government for the
common good; for the protection, safety, prosperity and hap-
piness of his people, and not for the profit, honor, or private
interest pf any one man, family, or class of men among his
ubjects Therefore, in making laws for the nation, regard

shall be bad to the protection, interests ana welfare not ouly
of the King, the Cluels and Rulers, but of all the people anae.

Article tiJd. Full power and authority are hereby given to
said Legislature, from time to time, lo make all manner of
wholesome laws, either with penalties or without, as they
shall judge to be for Ihe welfare ol the nation, and for the ne-
cessary support and defense of good government : Provided
the tame be not repugnant nreoutrary lo this Constitution.

It is argued that section 1, chapter 42 of the Penal Code
grants privileges and immunities tooueclassof citiien. which
it denies to others, under like circumstance.. But this is an
incorrect way of putting the case. The law referred to grants
no privileges or immunities to any class. On the contrary, it
is a prohibitory law, forbidding all men alike from selling or
furnishing spirituous liquor, to native subject. The true
mode of staling tins point ol the defence, it seems to we, u
thi : the object and effect of the prohibitory law being lo pre-
vent the sale ot liquors tn native subjects only, and not to all
subjects alike, it is at variance with the spirit of the Constitu-
tion. Tina point, therefore, although stated separately by
counsel, Is comprised la Ihe general ground, and will be cov-
ered as I proceed.

In the case of Rex r. Sawyer, tried before thi. court at (he
July term, 1S.VJ. the defendant was prosecuted nnder the stat-
ute prohibiting he manufacture of intoxicating liquors. One
ground of delence relied upon in that ease wa., that the pro-
hibitory law is repugnant to the 1st article of the Constitution,
and therefore void. The conn overruled that part of the de-
fence; and I took occasion at lhat lime to express my opin.ua.
thai the 1st article of the Constitution is to be regarded mere-
ly as a preface, announcing and recognizing, ia general term.,
political principle, touching the freedom, equality and com-
mon rights, which lie at the foundation of every liberal,

government, and npon which the Hawaiian Con-
stitution is professedly based ; not that, in the application of
those principles, the language ia which they are declared ia
not to be understood ia an absolute and unlimited sense. That
language must be interpreted, and the application of those
principle, must be controlled and regulated, by the succeeding
provision, of the Constitution by the expressed or clearly im-
plied requirements, authorizations and limitation, of the ia
atrument, regarded as a whole. The bare recognition of those
principles is by itself of no practical value without their

application, for, a. remarked in the defendant's
brief : H The idea, of aaiural, civil and equal right, are re-
gulated by no fixed standard, and the ablest and purest mea
have differed upon the subject;" and, ia my opinion, the gen-
eral principle, may receive a wider interpretation and a more
extended application, from one nation than from another, and
yet both one and the other niay with equal propriety be .aid
lo enjoy political and civil freedom, although in an unequal
measure. Those principle, were not recognized acre for the
first time ia Ihe Constitution adopted ia liii They had pre-
viously been announced in the declaration of right, prefixed
to the Constitution of JM0. They were not embodied ia the
Constitution, but formed a part of the preface, and were prop-
erty styled sentiments, or principles, ia general accordance
with vUifh the Government was to be conducted. It is unne-
cessary Aprove, at length, that those sentiment, or principles
have never been interpreted or deemed applicable in this
Kingdom, in the unlimited sense contended for ia the present
ease, aad in the case of Rex r. Sawyer.

But it i. argued that the enactment of Ihe law now under
discussion is what is sometimes denominated elas legislation;
aad that the power of class legislation, or making special laws,
doe. not exist, in view of the provision. ( article 14th of the
Constitution. In the case of Naone T. Thurston (Vol. 1 Ha-
waiian Rep., page 2J0), the same ground was railed by de-
fendant, ia resistance to the law of 11, imposing a special
and distinct school ia upon foreigners and subject, cf foreign
birth or parentage. The court held the la w to be constitution-
al, and that the Hawaiian Legislature always bad, aad still
has, tbe power of special legislation, at lea. I ia the matter of
taxation. That decision, however, cannot be regarded a. con-
clusive ia the present case, a it did aot involve the question
of equality a. to civil rights and privileges, which ia mainly
relied npoa in the present case, and theretore this grout d of
defence must be further examined.

It is Important, therefore, to ascertain tbe true meaning and
intent of Ibe provisions of Article 14th ef Ihe t oiutitulion,
already quoted- - It will be found that tbe principle, embodied
in that Article were, like those recognised in tbe 1st Article,
a part of the declaration of righu pretiied to the Constitution
oflvkL That declaration says, "God ha also established
guvernment, and rule, lor the purpose of peace ; but in mak-
ing law. for the nation, it i. by ao means proper to enact laws
for the protection of tbe rulers only, witiMmt also providing
protection fr their subjects ; neither is it proper to enact laws


